


Las Vegas Redevelopment Agency &
City of Las Vegas Office of Business Development

400 Stewart Ave.
Second Floor
Las Vegas, Nev. 89101

Tel:    702.229.6551
Fax:   702.385.3128
TTY:   702.386.9108

Web: www.lvrda.org
Web: www.lasvegasnevada.gov/OBD

The Las Vegas Redevelopment Agency (RDA) promotes the redevelopment of downtown Las Vegas 
and surrounding older commercial districts by working with developers, property owners and the 
community to accomplish beneficial revitalization efforts, create jobs and eliminate urban decay. The 
RDA coordinates with the city of Las Vegas Office of Business Development on day-to-day operations, 
economic development and long-term strategic goals.

The Office of Business Development (OBD) creates, coordinates and encourages new development and 
redevelopment throughout the city of Las Vegas, with an emphasis on the downtown area. It strives 
to increase and diversify the city’s economic base through business attraction, retention and expansion 
programs.  
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City of Las Vegas and Clark County Government Summary

Source:  Individual entities (August 2009).

(1) Clark County is comprised of five incorporated cities (Boulder, Henderson, Las Vegas, Mesquite and North Las Vegas) and Unincorporated Clark County (31 areas/townships).
(2) Unincorporated Clark County is governed by a commission and Clark County’s five cities have a council/manager structure.
(3) Planning in the city of Mesquite is conducted through a city council and the rest of the governmental jurisdictions in Clark County have a planning commission.
(4) City council and staff for the city of Mesquite.
(5) Bond limit is $20,000,000 for the city of Henderson and $10,000,000 for the rest of Clark County’s jurisdictions. 
(6) Based on the county and locality adopted budget reports for each jurisdiction. Does not account for all service budgets in Clark County (i.e., airport, convention and visitors, fire/emer-
gency, redevelopment, transportation, so forth).
(7) There are 107 separate tax districts in Clark County. More information on tax rates for each tax district can be accessed from the Clark County Treasurer’s Web site at 
http://trweb.co.clark.nv.us/TaxRate-District/
(8) Per every $100 of assessed value. Entities that provide services for individual tax districts that comprise the Total Property Tax Rate are grouped into various tax rates: Combined Tax 
Rate, County Tax Rate, Combined Special District Tax Rate, School Tax Rate and State Tax.

Las Vegas Clark County (1)

Population 599,100 1,986,100

Existing Land Use (size) 133.2 sq. miles 7,910 sq. miles

Population Density (per sq. mile) 4,498 14,911

Government  Structure Council/Manager County Commission and
Council/Manager (2)

Planning Commission Yes Yes and City Council (3)

Industrial Plan Approval Yes Yes (4)

Zoning Regulations Yes Yes

Industrial Bond Financing Limit $10,000,000 $10,000,000 - $20,000,000 (5)

Local Adopted Budget (6) (Total Expenditures):

    FY 2006-07 $1,101,547,600 $8,270,039,100

    FY 2007-08 $1,407,926,100 $8,511,048,500

    FY 2008-09 $1,582,960,500 $9,246,612,700

    Combined Tax Rate Percent 0.7715 Varies based on local tax district (7)

    Full-time Equivalent Employees 3,215 22,117

Total Property Tax Rate (8)

    FY 2006-07 $3.2802 Varies based on local tax district (8)

    FY 2007-08 $3.2714 Varies based on local tax district (8)

    FY 2008-09 $3.2714 Varies based on local tax district (8)

Population Estimates and Projections
1950

1960

1970

1980

1990

2000

2005

2004

2006

2007

2008

2009P

2010P

2011P

2012P

2013P
1,000,000500,000 2,000,0001,500,000 2,500,000 3,000,0000

Sources:  Clark County Comprehensive Planning Department (July 2008); state of Nevada Demographer 
(July 2009 - Preliminary); Restrepo Consulting Group (August 2009).

Clark County

Las Vegas
24,600 - 48,300

64,400 - 127,000

125,800 - 273,300

164,700 - 463,100

286,600 - 797,100

484,500      1,425,000

559,800      1,743,200

576,000      1,815,700

591,500      1,912,700

603,100      1,996,500

599,100      1,986,100

599,400      1,987,300

606,000      2,031,700

612,800      2,031,700

620,100      2,055,900

627,900      2,081,700



DEMOGRAPHICS

Clark County and Las Vegas Age Distribution
Clark County
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Source:  Neilsen Claritas (2009).

Las Vegas

Sources:  Neilsen Claritas (2009); Clark County Comprehensive Planning Department (July 2008).

Clark County and Las Vegas Resident Profiles
Clark County Las Vegas

Race and Ethnicity % %

White 50.6 47.2

African American/Black  9.3 10.6

American Indian  0.6   0.5

Asian  7.1   6.3

Pacific Islander  0.5   0.5

Hispanic/Latino 28.7 32.0

More than one race  3.1   2.7

Other  0.1   0.1

Gender % %

Female 50.9 51.0

Male 49.1 49.0

Marital Status (Age 15+) % %

Never Married 23.6 24.8

Married, Spouse Present 52.6 50.4

Married, Spouse Absent  5.5   6.1

Widowed  5.1   5.2

Divorced 13.2 13.5

Education (Age 25+) % %

< 9th Grade  6.0   7.1

Some High School, No Diploma 12.6 13.0

HS Graduate (Incl. Equivalency) 29.4 28.7

Some College, No Degree 27.7 25.9

Associate Degree  5.9   5.9

Bachelor’s Degree 12.3 12.6

Master’s Degree  3.9   4.1

Professional School Degree  1.7   2.1

Avg. Length of Residence (Years)  6.2   6.7
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Zip Code Population 
2007

Population 
2008

% Change Median Household 
Income

89101 48,894 48,162 -1.5% $26,344

89102* 36,726 36,740 0.0% $35,223

89104* 35,281 40,221 14.0% $36,911

89106 30,806 28,702 -6.8% $33,645

89107 37,075 35,761 -3.5% $44,482

89108 72,512 70,494 -2.8% $47,371

89110* 73,026 70,169 -3.9% $49,045

89117* 56,472 55,090 -2.4% $59,218

89128 37,872 37,945 -0.2% $62,153

89129* 51,308 52,032 1.4% $82,513

89130 29,275 29,887 2.1% $70,209

89131 42,433 43,201 1.8% $79,407

89134 26,676 26,954 1.0% $71,198

89138 12,242 12,933 5.6% $83,797

89143 12,257 11,802 -3.7% $87,085

89144 19,013 20,037 5.4% $93,322

89145 26,920 27,049 0.5% $62,184

89146* 18,252 18,740 2.7% $48,141

89149* 32,089 32,680 1.8% $81,797

89166* 3,865 5,771 49.3% $81,629

Total 702,994 704,368 0.2% $57,436

Las Vegas Population Change and Household Income by Zip Code 

*Zip code includes other areas outside of Las Vegas boundaries. See Zip code map. Sources: Clark County Comprehensive Planning Department (July 2008); Neilsen Claritas (2009).

Clark County

Clark County and Las Vegas Residents’ Income

Per Capita Median
Household

Median Household
Effective Buying
Income (EBI) (1)

Median
Family

(1) EBI:  Personal Income (wages, salaries, interest, dividends, rental income, and pension) after federal, state and local taxes.
Source: Neilsen Claritas (2009).
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Sources:  Neilsen Claritas (2009); Clark County Comprehensive Planning Department (July 2008).

Clark County Las Vegas
Household Size % %

1-Person 22.8 23.8

2-Persons 34.6 33.8

3-Persons 16.9 16.3

4-Persons 12.9 12.8

5+ Persons 12.7 13.4

Avg. Household Size 2.69 2.71

Avg. Adults Per Household 18+  2.0  2.0

Household Income % %

<$15,000   9.0 10.4

$15,000-$24,999   8.6   9.8

$25,000-$34,999 10.5 11.2

$35,000-$49,000 15.6 15.5

$50,000-$74,000 21.8 19.7

$75,000-$99,000 13.9 13.0

$100,000-$149,999 13.2 13.2

$150,000-$249,999   5.3   5.0

$250,000-$499,999   1.5   1.5

$500,000+   0.6   0.7

Type of Home % %

Single Family 59.1 60.5

Duplex and 3/4-Plex   2.5   3.1

Mobile Home   3.8   1.3

Apartments 19.8 21.7

Condo/Townhome 14.9 13.3

Occupied Housing Tenure % %

Owner Occupied 65.1 62.8

Renter Occupied 34.9 37.2

Clark County and Las Vegas Resident Profiles

Population and Housing
Population Housing Units

Year Clark Las Vegas Clark Las Vegas

2004 1,743,169 559,824 675,558 215,290

2005 1,815,700 575,973 702,829 221,949

2006 1,912,654 591,536 740,817 227,862

2007 1,996,542 603,093 769,875 232,931

2008 1,986,146 599,087 784,688 235,751

Sources: Clark County Comprehensive Planning Department (July 2008).

Clark County 
Voter Registration

Democrat
44.1%

Libertarian 0.5%
Green
0.2%

Other
0.3%

Natural Law
0.1%

Nonpartisan
14.7%

Independent
American

3.7%

Republican
36.3%

Total Active Voters = 798,447

Source:  Clark County Election Department Voter Registration Reports (August 2009).
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2009 Metro Area Rankings
Comparison of Las Vegas MSA to Selection of Western Metros and to Metros of Similiar Size
Rankings for Select Western U.S. Areas (1)

Metro Area Population

R
a
n
k

Cost of
Living 
Index

R
a
n
k

Percent of 
Workforce in 
Creative Class

R
a
n
k

Median
Household
Income

R
a
n
k

2004-2008
Salary
Growth

R
a
n
k

2000-2007
Employ-
ment 
Growth

R
a
n
k

Denver-Aurora, Colo. 2,413,844 7 101 4 35 3 $58,039 6 7.0% 10 2.2% 6

Las Vegas, Nev. 1,774,086 11 100 2 21 12 $54,299 10 7.7% 7 5.1% 1

Los Angeles-Long Beach-Santa Ana, Calif 12,872,056 1 142 11 33 7 $56,680 7 9.7% 1 1.2% 10

Phoenix-Mesa-Scottsdale, Ariz. 4,036,744 3 100 2 29 10 $52,857 12 2.2% 12 3.6% 2

Portland-Vancouver-Beaverton, Oregon-Wash. 2,133,931 8 117 7 33 7 $53,935 11 8.3% 5 1.7% 8

Sacramento-Arden-Arcade-Roseville, Calif. 2,063,900 9 115 6 34 4 $58,480 5 7.7% 7 2.5% 4

Salt Lake City, Utah 1,075,530 12 98 1 31 9 $55,064 8 9.4% 2 2.3% 5

San Diego-Carlsbad-San Marcos, Calif. 2,954,960 6 132 9 34 4 $60,970 4 8.8% 3 1.9% 7

San Francisco-Oakland-Fremont, Calif. 4,171,627 2 137 10 37 2 $72,059 2 8.7% 4 0.8% 11

Seattle-Tacomo-Bellevue, Wash. 3,259,078 5 114 5 34 4 $61,740 3 8.2% 6 1.6% 9

Rankings for Similiar-Sized Populations as the Las Vegas MSA (2)

Metro Area Population

R
a
n
k

Cost of
Living 
Index

R
a
n
k

Percent of 
Work-force in 
Creative Class

R
a
n
k

Median
Household
Income

R
a
n
k

2004-2008
Salary
Growth

R
a
n
k

2000-2007
Employ-
ment 
Growth

R
a
n
k

Austin-Round Rock, Texas 1,533,263 18 94 8 37 2 $54,827 4 7.0% 11 3.4% 2

Charlotte-Gastonia-Concord, N.C.-S.C. 1,586,202 16 92 5 32 7 $51,702 12 9.0% 9 2.3% 5

Cincinnati-Middletown, Ohio-Ky.-Ind. 2,118,212 4 90 4 30 10 $51,926 11 7.3% 8 1.0% 15

Cleveland-Elyria-Mentor, Ohio 2,106,901 5 99 13 30 10 $47,600 18 6.0% 18 0.5% 18

Columbus, Ohio 1,734,721 12 94 8 32 7 $51,687 13 6.9% 13 1.4% 12

Denver-Aurora, Colo. 2,413,844 1 101 15 35 3 $58,039 3 7.0% 11 2.2% 6

Indianapolos-Carmel, Ind. 1,670,070 13 88 2 30 10 $52,607 10 7.9% 5 1.5% 11

Jacksonville, Fla. 1,276,323 20 94 8 28 18 $51,269 15 8.1% 3 2.0% 13

Kansas City, Mo.- Kan. 1,962,412 8 95 11 33 5 $53,564 9 7.2% 9 0.9% 16

Las Vegas, Nev. 1,774,086 11 100 14 21 21 $54,299 6 7.7% 6 5.1% 1

Milwaukee-Waukesha-West Alis, Wis. 1,539,985 17 102 16 31 9 $51,669 14 6.9% 17 2.1% 7

Nashville-Davidson-Mufreesboro,Franklin, Tenn. 1,486,442 19 88 2 29 17 $49,979 16 6.5% 17 2.1% 7

Orlando-Kissimmee, Fla. 1,990,388 7 98 12 27 19 $49,789 17 8.8% 1 2.9% 3

Pittsburgh, Pa. 2,364,622 2 92 5 30 10 $44,814 20 8.0% 4 0.3% 19

Portland-Vancouver-Beaverton, Ore-Wash. 2,133,931 3 117 20 33 5 $53,935 8 8.3% 2 1.7% 10

Providence-New Bedford-Fall River-R.I.- Mass. 1,605,211 15 116 19 30 10 $54,064 7 6.8% 15 0.9% 16

Sacramento-Arden-Arcade-Roseville, Calif. 2,063,900 6 115 18 34 4 $58,480 2 7.7% 6 2.5% 4

San Antonio, Texas 1,936,735 9 93 7 30 10 $46,203 19 6.0% 18 2.0% 8

San Jose-Sunnyvale-Santa Clara, Calif. 1,777,616 10 158 21 45 1 $882,664 1 6.6% 16 0.0% 21

Sources:  Kiplingers 2009 Best Cities; The Martin Prosperity Institute (September 2009).

(1) Select metro areas in the Western U.S. states (Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, Washington and Wyoming) with a 
population greater than 1 million.

(2) Select metro areas in the United States with populations between ± 30 percent of the Las Vegas MSA’s nearly 1.8 million population.

The Cost of Living Index is read as a percentage of the national average (national average = 100).
Creative-class workers include scientists, engineers, educators, writers, artists, entertainers and others.
Salary growth is the increase in household income from 2004 to 2008.
Employment growth is the growth in jobs on a per capita basis from 2000 to 2007.
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Newcomer Data

Newcomer Profile

Source: Survey by University of Nevada, Las Vegas Center for Business and Economic Research.

Household Income Distribution % Children Per Household (Under 18) %

Under $20,000 17.1 0 70.0

$20,000-$24,999 7.3 1 13.4

$25,000-$34,999 11.1 2 10.9

$35,000-$49,999 15.5 3 3.9

$50,000-$74,999 25.5 4+ 2.7

$75,000-$99,999 11.6 Education of Adults %

$100,000-$125,000 6.0     Some High School 5.8

Over $125,000 5.8      High School Degree 16.5

Median Household Income $48,935      Some College 29.7

Marital Status %     College Degree 28.4

    Never married 26.1     Some Graduate 5.5

    Married 43.2     Graduate Degree 13.9

    Divorced 11.3

    Widowed 7.0 Employment Status %

    Separated 2.9      Self-employeed Professional 5.8

    Unmarried Couple 9.4      Full-time Hotel/Gaming 9.0

Age of Adults %      Full-time Nonhotel/Nongaming 36.1

   18-24 19.4      Part-time 5.8

   25-34 25.7      Currently Not Employed 8.5

   35-44 17.1      Semi-retired 3.5

   45-54 13.3      Retired  14.0

   55-64 14.1      Student 7.7

   65+ 10.5      Homemaker 7.1

Median Age 37.6

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
Newcomers 61,187 102,242 66,689 96,057 78,183

% Change Previous Year -20% 67.1% -34.8% 44.0% -18.6%

Newcomer Households 20,959 39,926 24,903 33,915 20,857

% Change Previous Year -30.6% 90.5% -37.6% 36.2% -38.5%

Las Vegas Valley (1) Newcomer Population

(1) The Las Vegas Valley in this table includes nearby Boulder City.

Source: Survey by University of Nevada, Las Vegas Center for Business and Economic Research.

Las Vegas Valley (1) Newcomers’ States of Origin: 2007
Top Ten States of Origin
 1.  California 3. Florida 5.  Michigan 7. New York 9.  Utah
 2.  Arizona 4. Texas 6. Illinois 8. Washington 10.  Hawaii
 
Source: Survey by University of Nevada, Las Vegas Center for Business and Economic Research.

6



DEMOGRAPHICS

7

Retiree Profile

Las Vegas Valley (1) Retiree Profile

(1)  The Las Vegas Valley in this table includes nearby Boulder City.

Source: Survey by University of Nevada, Las Vegas Center for Business and Economic Research.

Household Income Distribution % Retirees Per  Household %

Under $20,000 19.8 1 70.5

$20,000-$24,999 9.1 2 29.1

$25,000-$34,999 13.8 3+ 0.4

$35,000-$49,999 14.7 Type of Home %

$50,000-$74,999 21.1      House 58.6

$75,000-$99,999 10.5      Apartment 19.0

$100,000-$125,000 4.0      Condo/Townhome 13.7

Over $125,000 7.0      Mobile Home 5.7

Median Household Income $42,448      Duplex 1.2

Marital Status %      Other 1.8

    Never married 6.5 Length of Residence %

    Married 50.8     Less than 1 year 2.8

    Divorced 17.6     1-5 years 17.4

    Widowed 21.3      6-10 years 15.5

    Separated 1.6      11-20 years 27.7

    Unmarried Couple 2.2      20+ years 36.6

Gender % Household Size %

Male 53.5      1 36.3

Female 46.5      2 48.6

Home Ownership %      3 7.8

Own 76.0      4 3.9

Rent 24.0      5+ 3.4

Las Vegas Valley (1) Retiree Population
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

Retirees 243,549 261,509 266,754 286,881 301,676

% Change Previous Year 4.8% 7.4% 2.0% 7.5% 5.2%

Households with Retirees 124,752 136,249 135,408 149,769 155,881

% Change Previous Year 2.1% 9.2% -0.6% 10.6% 4.1%

,(1) The Las Vegas Valley in this table includes nearby Boulder City.
Source: Survey by University of Nevada, Las Vegas Center for Business and Economic Research.
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